
Before t h e  Boar of Zoning A d j u s t ~ e n t ,  D, C .  

Application No. 11662, of Frank Emmett Realty Com?a~y~ pursuant t o  
Section 8207.1 of the  Zoning Regul 
of f  s t r e e t  parking spaces as requi 
hall use i n  the C-2-A Zone a t  the 
N .  E,) Lot 800, Square 1003, 

waiver of eleven (11) 
by Section 7202 .1 ,  f o r  a public 
i s e s  located a t  '1 252 H Stpeet ,  

0 RD E R E D  : 

That the above application be 

5- 0 

~ E A ~ I ~ ~  DATE: June 19 ,  1974 
EXECUTIVE SESSION: June 25, 7974 

FINDIN~S OF FACT: 

1 .  The appl icant  proposes t o  use the subject property a s  a pub1 i c  
hall which i s  allowed i n  the  C-2-A Zone. 

2, The subject property i s  a two s tory  c o r ~ e r  buil 

3. The subject  property i s  presently vacant on  the f i r s t  f loor  
on the second f l o o r  as a residenc 

4. The previous uses of t h e  property hav been a pu bl i c  ha7 1 and 
a bar, The most recent use of the property was t h a t  of a second-hand 
clothing s t o r e  operated by S t .  Vincent DePaul Church ~ o u n d a t i o n ~  

5. The appl icant ,  who i s  r u n n i n g  f o r  c i t y  counci 
use the  subject  property a s  
a s  a dancing, go-go e s t a b l i s  

campaign headquar te~s ,  then a t  

6. The Zoning Administrator t e s t i f i e d ~  and the Boar 
the Zoning Regulations require  11 parking spaces, 

7 .  The subject b u i ~ d i n g  covers 100% o f  t h e  l o t ,  

8. The appl icant  t e s t i f i e d  a t  public hearing t h a t  the  subject 
l o t  covers 100% o f  the l o t ,  ar.d t h a t  no ava i lab le  parking f o r  purchase, 
rental  a r  anything e x i s t s  i n  the subject  neighborho 
a1 so t e s t i f i e d  tha t  his el ientel  e f o r  the proposed 
p r e ~ o m i n a ~ t l y  young peopl E? who cannot afford automobiles and travel by bus. 

, The appl icant  
b l i c  hall will be 

9. No opposition was regis tered.  

70. 
f a c t s  regarding a hardship o r  pract ical  d i f f i c u l t y  t o  support his request 
f o r  this  variance. 

The applicant d i d  not t e s t i f y  or enter  in to  evidence any 
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C O N C L ~ S I O N S  O F  LAW: 

Based upon  the above f indings,  t h e  Boar concludes t h a t  the 
applicant has n o t  proved the existence of a pract icable  d i f f i c u l t y  
resul t ing from the s t r i c t  application of t he  Zoning ~ e g u ~ a t i o n s  which 
i s  peculiar t o  the owner or the subject property. 
has n o t  carr ied his burden o f  proof by d ~ o n s t r a t i n g  a practical  d i f f i c u l t y  
a s  required by the Zoning Regulations Section 8207.11, the  Board i s  of t h e  
o p i n i o n  tha t  the granting o f  t h i s  variance would be detrimental t o  the 
public good, and impair the meaning and in ten t  o f  the Zoning Reg~ la t ions"  

Because the applicant 

BY T H E  ORDER OF T H E  5, C .  BOARD O F  ZONING ADJllS~ME~T 

A T T E S T E D  BY: 
J A M E S  E ,  M I L L E R ,  
Secretary t o  the Board 

g. 

F I N A L  DATE OR ORDER: $7 J s 


